




7. Rindge and Winchester and their citizens, as future ratepayers, have substantial interests that 

will be directly affected by this proceeding. ln addition, the towns are obligated by law to 

protect the health safety and welfare of citizens in their communities and these interests will 

be substantially impacted by construction, operation and maintenance of gas pipelines and 

related facilities as proposed in this case. 

8. Accordingly, Rindge and Winchester seek to participate as full intervenors in this matter and 

as appropriate file comments, attend conferences, participate in hearings and submit briefs. 

9. Similarly, other Municipalities have a substantial interest in this proceeding. Liberty has 

clearly stated its intention to grow its distribution system outside of its current franchise area 

and into new areas given the currently proposed NED project route. 1 This filing is the first 

of many planned franchise expansion filings in the area directly adjacent to the NED Pipeline. 

Specifically, many Municipalities were identified as "new franchise potential" in DG 14-380 

including Richmond, Troy, Fitzwilliam, New Ipswich, Greenville, and Brookline. See, for 

example, DG-14-380, Response to Staff Data Requests - Set 1, Attachment Staff 1-11. 

Furthermore, Liberty plans on "conducting an internal analysis of market potential" for 

additional towns, at least one of which, Milton, is a Municipality. See Response to Staff Data 

Requests- Set 1, Staff 1-11. See also, Day 1 Tr. at p. 76-77 in DG 14-380. 

10. Thus, the Municipalities are substantially affected by Liberty's franchise expansion plans, 

either directly as part of this Petition, as part of a related petition requesting franchise 

expansion, as towns subject to franchise expansion2 and/or as towns on the NED route and 

1 Liberty's stated plans include expansion to the Municipalities located along the proposed NED route "which 
provides opportunities for potential natural gas expansion where none existed previously". See, DG 14-380, Pre
filed Testimony of Francisco C. Dafonte at Bates 007. Accordingly, the Municipalities, as towns on the NED route, 
have a substantial interest in participating in this proceeding as it represents an important opportunity for the towns 
to evaluate Liberty ' s future expansion plans, assess alternatives and costs, and protect the interests of potential 
citizen ratepayers. See, also, Petition for Approval of Firm Transportation Agreement with Tennessee Gas Pipeline 
Company, LLC, at 2, Puc Docket No. DG-14-380. 
2 Directly implicated towns, in addition to Winchester and Rindge, include Brookline, Fitzwilliam, Greenville, 
Milford, New Ipswich, Richmond, Temple and Troy. In addition, Pelham is the subject of an ongoing franchise 
expansion proceeding See, DG 15-362. 
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thus subject to future expansion.3 As with Rindge and Winchester, all Municipalities, as 

future ratepayers, have substantial interests that will be directly affected by this proceeding. 

In addition, the Municipalities are obligated by law to protect the health, safety and welfare of 

citizens in their communities and these interests will be substantially impacted by 

construction, operation and maintenance of gas pipelines and related facilities. 

11. Based on the above, it is clear that the rights, privileges and interests of the Municipalities 

will be directly and substantially impacted by this proceeding in their capacity as towns 

subject to franchise expansion proceedings. Intervention will serve the interests of justice and 

will not impair the orderly and prompt conduct of the proceedings, and therefore the 

Municipalities seek to participate as full intervenors in this matter and as appropriate fi~e 

comments, attend conferences, participate in hearings and submit briefs. The Municipalities 

will seek to examine, among other things, rates, charges, impacts and alternatives associated 

with Liberty's franchise expansion cases. In addition, the Municipalities may present needed 

and valuable information regarding safety, maintenance, and emergency management 

involving the pipeline and rights-of ways, topics that are a focus of this proceeding. The 

Commission's authority to consider the public good includes consideration of the 

Municipalities' and its residents as taxpayers and ratepayers. 

12. Alternatively, the facts and circumstances surrounding Liberty's Petition establish that the 

Municipaiities' intervention should be granted pursuant to the Commission's discretionary 

authority under RSA 541-A32 II. The Municipalities have timely requested intervention in 

this proceeding, and have identified the specific interests of future possible franchisees that 

will be affected by the Commission's ultimate determination. 

3 The three towns that are not specifically referenced (Litchfield, Mason and Temple) at this stage are on the NED 
route, are in geographic proximity to other Municipalities and are likely to be the subject of franchise expansion 
plans in the future . 
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13. By filing for intervenor status together, the Municipalities will fu1ther promote efficiency in 

the progress of this docket. 

14. For the above reasons, the Municipalities request that they be allowed to intervene. 

WHEREFORE, the Municipalities respectfully request that the New Hampshire Public Utilities 

Commission grant their timely Petition to Intervene and permit the Municipalities to participate in this 

proceeding with full rights as a party and grant such other relief as may be just and reasonable. 

Certificate of Service 

Respectfully Submitted, 

Municipalities of Rindge, 
Winchester, Brookline, 
Fitzwilliam, Greenville, 
Litchfield, Mason, Milford, 
New Ipswich, Pelham, 
Richmond, Temple, and Troy. 
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